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LETTER. 



Sib, 

I am not aware that it is in the least degree incumbent 
on me to offer jon an apology for addressing you in this 
form : In publishingyour views, you have, in no sparing man- 
ner, assailed the public character of the great body of Wes- 
lejan ministers, any one of them, therefore, is at liberty to 
meet joa through the press, in the manner that best suits 
his taste. I have read your Pamphlet called '* Methodism 
Past and Present," with some attention and care, and with 
equal surprise and pain. 

I regret its appearance, because it is an additional contri- 
bution to the cause of agitation ; an agitation which has 
been carried on for nearly three years, with fierce and sleep- 
less zeal and activity, through a large portion of the country, 
producing unparalleled damage to the unity, peace, and spirit- 
uality of one important branch of the Church of Christ. By 
your effort, the disturbance will be prolonged, and the period 
put more distant in which the chiirches shall have rest, and 
be restored to the enjoyment of the full cup of mutual confi- 
dence and social gladness, and go on as formerly, in theirglo- 
rious career of united and healthy action against the common 
foe. I also regret much, that you have infused through your 
book an acidity of temper that ill accords with your position 
in the church, and that you have liberally strewed over 
TOur pages the offensive epithets of " despot," " tyrant," and 
otben of the same fJEimily. It were easy to have recourse to 



reprisals, but hard names add nothing to the strength of 
an argument. If you wish to enkindle men s passions, and 
arouse them to some destructive onslaught, you take the 
right course, but if truth, pure truth, be the gem you seek, 
you liave missed your way, for passion not less obscures 
your own perceptive faculties, than those of your readers. 
The manner in which you have treated the Conference of 
1835, is the climax of this offensivoness. An avemge de- 
gree of candour will dispose a person to give an honest man 
credit for veracity, when he utters a deliberate assertion, but 
the conviction is strengthened when the statement is joined 
in by two or three intelligent persons who understand 
whereof they affirm. But in this case there are several 
hundred ministers of Christ s gospel ; men who till your 
pamphlet appeared, have generally had credit for upright- 
ness and probity, — yes, and real piety too. These minis- 
ters must have known all about what they stated ; if they did 
not, no one else on earth did or could know; and yet you re 
present these men as uttering and publishing "what is demon- 
strably untrue ;" and this after mature deliberation, and in 
the sanctuary of the Most High. Talk no more of the moral 
turpitude in the agreement between Ananias and Sapphira, 
that is fiGU' outstripped by three or four hundred ministers of 
Christ. If you do not intend this, I confess I do not know what 
you mean. You represent them as needing to be "cleared" 
of at least an "apparent affirmation" of untruth, and you say, 
" nothing can clear them of the imputation of superlative im- 
pnidence, in making such bold and positive statements, that 
were susceptible of such ample and conclusive refutation." 
If they believed themselves to be uttering untruth, they were 
superlatively imprudent," as well as superlatively wicked, 
s(3eing that their sin might be so easily discovered; but if they 



iincerely believed what they were saying, they acted as wise, 
pradeat, and honest men, and your accusation *' of superla- 
tive imprudence," recoils upon your own head. 

After so gross an accusation, at least, so dark and unjust 
an insinuation as the above, any Methodist minister would 
be justified in declining to hold controversy with you, but 
I fdll, nevertheless, follow you to the end, leaving nothing 
untouched, if I know it, that is material to your argument ; 
for though I am a Methodist minister, I love truth, and seek 
it. Truth, pure and bright, and disentangled from the obscu- 
rations which a subtle and ingenious paitisanship seeks to 
throw about it. 

You have adopted the phrase, a la Francats, " Pastoral 
idea." This you reiterate through your book \vith wonder- 
ful complacency. To this 1 have not the least objection. 
You say the pastoral idea has had of late years in Metho- 
dism an ''Extraordinary developement." Had you said 
"of late," without adding "years," and confined your re- 
marks to -.your own pamphlet, you would have uttered a 
truth, singularly illustrated in that production. You regard 
as pastors thousands of individuals, both male and female, 
who, but for the information you impart to them, would no 
more have thought themselves invested with pastoral pre- 
rogatives, than with the prerogatives of princes. You tell 
the leaders who read your pages, that they have " the same 
call" that is given to the men who are " separated imto the 
gospel of God," whose only business it is to preach, and 
serve the church over whom the " Holy Ghost has made 
them overseers," 

The pastoral rights of the leaders I understand you to 
ground upon the work done by the leaders; "the work 
creating the office." Very £ar, am I, from wishing in the 



least degree tx) under-value, or depreciate the labours of the 
leaders. I have knowD them too long, and prized them too 
highly to admit of this : But may yon not presume too much 
on the nature of the work done by the leader ? That, that 
work is of great moment, and is of a pastoral character I ad 
mit; and you are very welcome to the terms you have taken 
from the pastoral address of 1822. I do not think it important 
to contend for, or against a name. Leaders are an invaluable 
class of officers in Methodism while they remain faithful to 
engagements entered into on their becoming leaders ; but 
I doubt whetlier they will feel themselves your debtors 
for stretching their office beyond its natural limits. Dea- 
cons in independent churches, if I mistake not, do the 
same thing, as to its nature, that is done by our leaders, 
but I never understood that they, on that accoimt, either 
claimed to be, or were considered as pastors of the churches. 
This notion belongs to your " Extraordinary development 
of the pastoral idea." 

It is not my intention to argue with you on the rights of 

our leaders to pastoral authority, nor to enter at all upon 

the scriptural doctrine of the pastorate, this I am prepared 

to do when duty calls ; at present my enquiry is, did the 

Conference of 1796 — 7, give to the leaders* meeting the 

right of adjudication in cases of proved delinquency, and 

withdraw that right in 1 835, or did it not ? This, I believe. 

is the question ; all other points are secondary. You contend 

that it is the busioess of the leaders' meeting not only to 

hear charges, examine evidence, and give verdict concerning 

the guilt or innocence of the party arraigned, but also to 

determine by its vote the punishment to be inflicted, *• The 

superintendent doing nothing of his individual responsibility, 

but presiding over the meeting, and executing its decisions." 



Here I join issae with you, and contend, that in the 
Methodist constitution the superintendent has devolving 
on him exclusively the authority of ecclesiastical judgment, 
hut to prevent his giving pain or fisdling into error hy 
hasty or immature decisions, he was hy the regulations of 
1795 — 7 laid under restraints, hy his heing obliged to give 
an accused member an opportunity of a formal trial before 
a leaders* meeting. In 1835, this restraint or " check" was 
rendered more stringent, by making it imperative on the super- 
intendent to wait a week after conviction, before he shall de- 
termine upon the expulsion of a member. During that week 
he must consult such individual leaders or other judicious 
and experienced members of Society, as are most likely to 
put him into full possession of all the circumstances neces- 
sary to his forming with due discretion and caution his own 
final judgment on the subject. 

I am not about to defend this arrangement, nor to consider 
the possibility or propriety of any further modification of it. 
My only enquiry is, whether it be the law of the Methodist 
body? In proof of your position, that the right of judgment is 
in the majority of the leaders* meeting, you adduce a series 
of documents, beginning with the ** Articles of Pacification.'' 
To this document I bow with profound respect. 

Your summaiyjof its contents calls for two passing remarks. 
Under No. 9 of this summary, you admit, the Superin- 
tendent to be the expelling functionaiy in case of an " offend- 
ding local officer," only there " must be proof of the'ofience 
supplied to a court especially summoned." If it be his busi- 
ness to expel an officer in such a court, does it not follow, 
that it must equally be his duty to expel at a leaders' 
meeting, when proof of the offence has been supplied ? 
This is all I contend for. You seem, in HbucU to concede the 
pointt and here the case might end. 
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Mj next observation is on jour plaj upon the term 
" Judge," in No. 12. 

You know the term here does not imply any power to decide 
on a penalty to be inflicted in case of offence proved, why 
then appear as if you did not ? Are you catching at straws 
to keep from sinking ? I fully admit that not only leaders, 
but trustees, and stewards also, are judges in the sense in 
which you must know the term to be used in this document ; 
that is, when lawfully summoned, they have the right to pro- 
nounce authoritatively concerning the morality, orthodoxy 
or ability of the accused minister. Having done this, their 
power ends. The District Committee shall determine among 
themselves how the preacher removed shall be disposed of. 

You next bring forward the Letter from the Conference 
at Leeds, dated August 7, 1797, signed " Thomas Coke, 
President; Samuel Bradbum, Secretary." This is an im- 
portant document. Nothing you say on it calls for remark. 

Your third document contains the '* Rules of Society." 
Your reason for adducing it will be seen under the considera- 
tion of your next document which you call the ** New Compi- 
lation of Rules published and circulated among the people 
in conformity with the declared resolution of the Conference 
of 1797, and issued in the year following — ^namely, 1798." 
On this tract you expend your main strength, for it is 
the forlorn hope of those who think with you. Let this, as an 
authentic document, be set aside, and nearly your all is gone. 

Before entering upon the consideration of this document, 
I beg to state, that I fully admit that the Letter dated 
Leeds, August 7, '97, does contain in Article V. an allusion 
to a '* Selection of Rules," and that Article YL expresses a 
determination to publish them, but I cannot admit your 
gloss upon the import of these Articles. To serve your own 



purpose, jou say — " The Articles V. and VI. speak of two 
Compilations of Enles." One, Article Y., relating to the 
government of the travelling preachers ; the other, Article 
YI., relating to the government of the people and the local 
officers.*" I douht whether the text will warrant the com- 
ment you have put upon it. Article Y. says nothing of 
laws for the government of the travelling preachers any 
more than for the government of the members. It simply 
says " We have selected all our ancient Rules." The Rules 
selected and signed, were all that had ever been published 
down to that year, 1797, that were essential to Methodism, 
whether they related to the preachers or the people. This 
Compilation was printed and published that very year '^7 
and was sent into circulation ; and any one might have had 
a copy on appUcation to any of the preachers, or the book- 
sellers. That this work was in the hands of jur people for 
their use and service, appears from your own quotation of the 
Ci^ Road resolutions of 1802, page 31, where it is cited. 

Thisis the Methodist Code. It is called a " Code of Laws." 
It was admitted to be such by the highest legal authorities in 
the land, the Vice Chancellor, and the Lord Chancellor, in 
the suit of Dr. Warren. Its title is '* A Form of Discipline 
established among the preachers and people in the Metho- 
dist Societies." Mark, not the preachers only, but the 
people also. I am not aware of any law at that time binding 
on the people that is not in this Code, excepting the '' Rules 
of Society." These were in every member's hands through 
the three kingdoms ; therefore, there was no necessity to 
bind them up with the others, seeing no one could doubt 
that they were a part of the Laws of Methodism. 

•* That this " Form of Discipline" being pubUshed in '97, 
was the fulfilment of the promise made in Article YI. above, 
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has been shown by the Rev, Wm. Arthur, in his " Letter 
to Richard Matthews, Esq. ;" and he has done this with so 
mach clearness and force of argument, as to render any 
thing more unnecessary. I will, therefore, content myself 
with referring to that production which may be had of any 
bookseller for two-pence. 

Put in case I met you on your own ground, and ad- 
mitted that, besides the " Form of Discipline," there is 
evidence in the language of Article VI. of an intention 
to publish a smaller work, containing Rules relating to the 
members only, with the Rules of Society : What then ? 
Even then you would have no right on this account to jump 
to the conclusion that the tract you have introduced is the 
fulfilment of that promise. To the contents of the tmct, 
as a useful manual, no exception can be taken, except to 
the ambiguous phrase on account of which you so highly 
prize it, and which has so unhappily misled you. 

Your error lies in clinging tenaciously to an ambiguous 
exposition in opposition to the unmistakable meaning of 
the letter of the Law itself : You fetsten on an unassuming 
and unauthenticated penny manual, and would erect it into 
a standard to which all Methodist Law must bow, and by 
which all must act, though the document itself makes no pre^ 
tensions whatever to such authority. A standard work, that 
is to rule the connexion, and over-ride every thing and 
every officer, ought at least to have the names of the con- 
nexional authorities, or to be an exact and unquestionable 
reprint of those documents which are thus endorsed. 

The tract, in question, no where claims to come forth 

under the auspices of the Conference. It says nothing of 

the Articles of Pacification, much less does it profess 

to be published in conformity with Article VII. You, 
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jouTBelf, have too much candour, I hope, to contend that I 
ought to take this tract for the guide of my Methodistic pro- 
ceedings, or that any preacher or member is bound by its 
contents, any farther than they harmonise with the accredited 
standards of the connexion. 

" The " Rules of the Society," I know, and value, and 
love. The Minutes of Conference, I know, and am bound 
to observe them. The " Form of Discipline," I know, and 
to it I was pledged when ordained, and received a copy of it, 
with the written signatures of '*Adam Clarke, President, and 
Robert Newton, Secretary." But Una little bantling which 
you have adopted, which you so fondly vaunt, and for which 
you so valorously c-ontend, I do not know. I have been a 
preacher nearly thirty-eight years, a member of Society 
more than forty-five years, and an attendant on the Metho- 
dist ministry all my life. My father was officially con- 
nected with Methodism between thirty and forty years. I 
lived before Mr. Wesley died, and distinctly remember the 
agitations of 1706 — 7 ; but, to my knowledge, 1 never saw 
the repudiated tract till I saw a reprint of it in Mr. Arthurs 
letter a short time since. 

Your elaborate account of the Book Committee as found 
<»i the records of the connexion, is clever enough, and 
shows your industiy, but it is a specimen of mere special 
pleading. 

You say of this tract, "It has a simOar title to the Rules 
in previous circulation, and therefore would be regarded by 
the people as possessing authority." Has not your zeal in 
this, out-run your ingenuousness ? The titles of these docu- 
ments, it is true, are much alike, but their authority is not 
to be weighed by the title page, but by the names they bear, 
and by the internal marks of their genuineness. 
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Appended to the "Rules," you have the names of '* John 
and Charles Wesley." The Band Rules are taken from 
John Wesley 8 ^orks. They am to he fomid verhatim, in 
Vol. VIII, page 372-3. They bear internal marks of - 
Wesley's mind and Wesley's heart ; but the tract! you advo- 
cate has no name bat that of the bookseller, and is otherwise 
without any visible marks of authority. 

If you had conceded to you all that you contend for in 
this tract, you would only gain the ambiguous phrase, 
" by a minority of the Leaders' meeting." If the question be 
asked, what does the majority of the meeting do ? Does it 
pronounce sentence, or, does it find a verdict ? A difference 
of opinion would at once be elicited. It is a fiur method of 
proceeding, to explain a document by itself, when this can 
satisfactorily be done. In the present case there will be 
no difficulty in doing it, unless prepossession should create 
a difficulty. Towards the close of the document, you find 
the following rule : " No person who is a trustee, shall be 
excluded from Society, until his crime or breach of rule, 
be proved in the presence of the trustees and leaders." 
Whether the court be constituted of leaders and stewards, 
with the preacher, or, — ^there be added to it, — as when a 
trustee is accused, "all the trustees," the business of the 
court is unquestionably the same, namely, to try the question 
of guilt or innocence, and decide accordingly. But to ex- 
pel is quite a distinct and separate act, to be performed by 
another party. In case a trustee be accused, a majority of 
trustees and leaders must decide the guilt or innocence of 
the accused; and in case it be a member, or Society 
Officer, a nugority of leaders must decide, and without a 
decision by such a majority, the expulsion cannot take 
place. 
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In 1827, Dr. Warren pnbKshed his ** Digest of all the 
Laws and Regulations" of the Methodist connexion ; but 
his vork has not in it the flightest intimation of the exis- 
tence of this tract. From the Minutes of Conference alone 
he derived his materials. He went not in search of fugitive 
tmcts, nor sought the opinions of private or other indivi- 
duals. He takes notice of the promise made by the Confer- 
ence of 1797, in Article VI. before-named ; and then he 
says ''agreeably to the arrangement thus announced, and 
subsequently published, the Rules alluded to \(ill be found." 
Then follows in his work a faithful reprint of the Rules 
taken from the Minutes, without addition or subtraction, or 
any gloss or exposition of his own. See page 265. 

The resolutions which were passed at the Quarterly 
Meeting, City Road, London, December 30th 1802, supply 
you with another document in aid of your object. Your re- 
mariis on these resolutions appear to me to show that you felt 
the difficulties with which you were grappling, and how vain 
would be the attempt to hang a hope of success for your 
theory upon them. 

You say, No. 6 of your remarks, that '* this Quarterly 
meeting was composed of the principal members of the 
leaders' meetings in the circuit, and represented them all, 
and that its legislation would be administered by those meet- 
ings. You may not know that leaders are not members of the 
City Boad Quarterly meeting, but only the stewards from 
the difieient societieB. 

You take your stand, I believe, on what you consider to be 
CiHistitational Methodism. Do you understand that this 
includes a right in the Quarterly meetings to legislate, and 
to to. legislate, as to create a new test of membership, the 
non-observance of which would lead to the extreme penalty 
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of expulsion ? When you affirm this, I will duly attend to 
what you say upon it ; till then, your reasoning on the reso- 
lutions of the City Road Quarterly meeting, senre only to swell 
your book, unless it be to experiment upon the credulity of 
your readers. 

The Conference of 1803, I believe, was influenced by 
wisdom and goodness : When such a body of men see a right 
thing done, they will not quarrel with the thing, nor the 
party doing it. on account of the manner in which it is done ; 
hence the Conference of 1803, seeing a proper thing per- 
formed by the London stewards, approved of it, and adopted 
it for the benefit of the connexion. 

As regards " initiatory legislation,*' who, that has watched 
the progress of legislation, whether ecclesiastical or national, 
does not know that many laws have taken their rise from a 
pressure of local evil, and others from wis^s and useful regu- 
lations that have been successfully adopted by private indi- 
viduals or communities. Nothing would be easier than to 
illustrate this by an appeal to the history of the legislation 
of Methodism. 

Can you think this practical wisdom has been departed 
from by the Conference) ? You seem to look askance, 
not to use another word, at the **modem pastors,*' as 
if in Conference assembled, they would, under the same cir- 
cumstances, have pursued a dififerent line of conduct Let 
any quarterly meeting take the initiative in a great and 
good thing, tending to promote the personal and social 
purity and welfare of mankind ; and see whether the 
Conference will frown or smile. 0, sir! How hard the 
thoughts, when love is gone ! 

The next document pressed into your service, is a copy of 
the Rules, published in 1 808, which you admit was a re- 



15 

print of Rules, published iu 1804. This publication is 
called an " Appendix to the original Society Rules.** It 
has in it a reference to the Leeds letter of *97, and is called 
a *• new edition ;** showing there had been a former edition, 
and of the rules in that, these are the *' most material.'* 
On these Rules you remark. — " That by excluding the ma- 
jority clause, it indicates a new course of policy." How can 
that be excluded from a document that never had a place 
in it ? These Rules are from authentic records. ** The 
majority clause** never had a place in them, and therefore 
could never be excluded from them. 

In bye-gone yeiirs, when the number of our members 
rapidly increased, the Circuits became unwieldy, and were 
consequently divided, some into two, others into three or 
four Circuits. Such divisions were needful, and have gen- 
erally worked well, a greater number of members have been 
brought into the church, and a much greater amount of 
good has been the general result. Can you see nothing in 
all this, sir, but the " Policy of preachers," "superiuten- 
dents imbibing despotic principles;** their " leaning towards 
a despotic policy ;** a crafty attempt to " divide,*' that they 
might " weaken the local courts ?** O, sir ! where is the 
charity that thinketh no evil ? 

Your fiiculty for the discovery of mischievous and dark 
dengns is so nimble, that you have found out that the *' Liv- 
erpool minutes,** which in one place you praise, have proved 
to be "germinant of notions and maxims differing but little 
from those which distinguish the papacy itself,— rand are but 
* the ground-work for spiritual lordship." 

As my object is not to follow you closely through all your 
more desultory observations, but to keep to the one point 
already stated ; I pass over the pages 40 to 40, as contain- 
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ing little that bears directly on the subject. I come to the 
next document, namely, the " Special Address to the Wes- 
leyan Methodist Societies in Great Britain, from the Con- 
ference of 1835," and signed, '* Richard Reece, President, 
Robert Newton, Secretary." 

Let this address be read with care and candid attention 
by men of mtelligence aud piety, and few of them would be 
able to repress an exclamation of wonder at the almost un- 
precedented tide of fierce and malignant, and I might add, 
ignorant abuse, that has been poured over the contents of this 
epistle. You give the principal topics included, and then cast- 
ing a sidelong reflection on the gentlemen among us, whose 
virtues and intelligence have made them prominent, and led 
to their being called to fill official stations, stigmatizing 
them as *'the nominees of the preachers," you come to the 
article on the " Expulsion of members," which you give at 
length. You complain that it is said, the provision of 1797 
for the trial of a member "must necessarily be understood 
of those who demand a trial." This is surely taking offence 
at a tvard. In what other way can the rule be understood ? 
You would not have us attempt to prove what the accused 
party admits, or labour to get a verdict against one who 
pleads guilty to the full extent of the accusation. And I 
am sure it never entered into the mind of the writer of this 
^^explanation," to convey an idea that for an innocent but 
accused person to ask a trial, was to impose on him an 
"onerous" undertaking. You fall into the like mistake, 
over the word **concession." This term was not used in 
the sense of conferring a favour, and simply implies com- 
pliance with a just request. 

In speaking of the "degradation of the leaders' meeting," 
pc^e 52, you run a little too fast This should go with 
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jour corollaries ; at present you are but begging the ques- 
tion ; prove that the leaders' meetiDg luis lost power before 
joa speak of their "degradation" as the consequence. 

You remark under the fifth particular, that " the qualify- 
iBg ckfcuse, 'as they now exist/ must be understood to imply 
by Tirtiie of the explanations and improvements now made." 
Sir, do you not know otherwise ? Unless prejudice has 
thrown a cloud of obscurity over you: Do you not know 
it means, as it has existed from the beginning ^ An honest 
enquirer for truth, will throw off party influences, and not 
yield to captious propensities, nor stoop to ob>ious perver- 
sions of language, and never affix a meaning to a term, 
other than that clearly intended by the author. The man- 
n^ in which you have treated the Conference of 18B5 in 
your concluding remarks on this subject, I have already no- 
ticed, and shall add nothing upon it here. 

The writings of three Methodist ministers are next laid 
under contribution to aid you in your purpose, and from 
each a small portion is extracted. The " Methodist Manual" 
of the Rev. Jon. Crowther is said to contain, page 132, un- 
der the head "Leadera' Office," this expression on the 
fonctions of the leader. " The giving a vote upon the pro- 
posal for the expulsion or admission of a member of society.** 

And this same expression is found also in his " Portraiture 
of Methodism." It must be admitted that the terms 
quoted have the appearance of favouring your views. He 
does not say the leaders expel, but that ** they vote on expul- 



Mr. Arthur says in his remarks on the ''majority clause," 
** It is a very natural phrase for any one to use in describing 
the effect of the Rule which places the protection of a major- 
ity of leaders between the member and the arbitrary exer- 
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cise of authority. The celebrated twenty-ninth chapter of 
Magna Charta, which places the protection of a jury between 
the person or property of the subject, and the power of the 
king, thus expresses that protection ; *No freeman shall be 
taken or imprisoned, or disseized of his freehold or liberties, 
or free customs, or be outlawed, or exiled, or any otherwise 
destroyed, nor we will not pass upon him, nor coudemn, but 
by lawful judgment of his peers, or by the law of the land.' 
Will you therefore turn upon the judges and accuse them 
of foul play, because when a man is convicted by a verdict 
of his peers, they do not put the sentence to the vote of 
the jury?" 

Were it admitted that Mr. Crowther was of your mind, 
which I am far from doing, then it would be but the opinion 
of an individual. The law as found in the Methodist stan- 
dards would still be open for examination and judgment, 
both to you and me. Why quote Coke upon Littleton, 
when the Statute-book lies open before you ? 

The Rev. Charles Atmore you next cite. In one of 
his sermons preached on the occasion of a funeral, he is 
found to have said, — " At this," (the leaders' meeting) " all 
the business of the Society is transacted, and the members 
received and expelled from Society." 

Had these ministers been writing upon the mode of deal- 
ing with delinquent members, and had plainly and une- 
quivocally stated that the leadei*s business was to try and 
decide the question of guilt or innocence, and then to de- 
termine on the sentence, the matter would be at rest as to 
the opinion of these ministers, but as the case now stands, 
their testimony is of small and doubtful value. 

We all admit that a vote is taken as a part of the pro- 
ceedings on a trial, but I never understood that two solemn 
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Totes of the leaders were needful to complete the work of 
patting away a member. According to your mode, this 
would be unavoidable, and over the sentence, there would, 
in all likelihood, be contentions not soon forgotten. 

The Rev. Daniel Isaac is your next witness. In his 
" Eecleaiastical claims," Mr. Isaac says, — " The leaders 
meeting has power to admit and exclude members, to elect 
new leaders, to inflict church censures on the immoral, and 
to make new regulations for the particular Society to which 
they belong, provided these do not infringe upon the 
general Rules of the body." But you omit to add what he 
says on the same page, namely — " The presbyters, t. e. the 
leaders, are subject to the itinerant preachers, such as 
Timothy and Titus." You rather hastily dismiss this wit- 
nesSf as if you had not full confidence in him, but with your 
leave, after awhile, I will call him again. 

You close the documentary and historical part of your 
argument, in fact, all the evidence you offer in proof of your 
opinions with an abstract from " The Minute Book of a 
leaders* meeting of a large and old Society in a midland 
town." You do not name the town, but 1 opine it is the 
one in which you live ; and if all the truth might be spoken, 
it would probably be found that some of the entries were 
made in a hand writing with which you are very familiar. 
On the authority of these extracts, I am perfectly free to 
admit, that it was for some time the practice of that leaders' 
meeting to determine, by its majorities, the fate of its mem- 
bers. You, moreover, state that other leaders' meetings exer- 
cised the powers above named, but of this you bring no direct 
proof. That other leaders meetings had a different practice, 
you will hardly deny; therefore, at least, there is as 
much proof against you from this quarter as in your favour. 
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From your account of the discontinuance of this practice 
in the midland town in 1835, one might suppose that a 
large portion of the very religion of the place was hound up 
in the custom, and that when this ceased, true godliness 
was almost at an end. 

The leaders' meetings, you say, ^'Dwindled into insignifi- 
cance, discipline was neglected, persons were coming in and 
going out of Society unrecognised, except by the leaders 
and preachers. It was a matter of indifference as to who 
joined or withdrew. Sin which was formerly dragged to 
light was now passed over without inquisition and without 
correction." A woeful picture this ! And was it possible, 
in this state of things, to keep open doors, and to induce 
any body to attend the ministry of the word, and take the 
benefit of salvation and of christian fellowship.? You say 
the tendency of the present state of things, i. e, the new, 
or altered state, (and these appear to have been an altera- 
tion in this *• midland town,") — is evidently to corruption. 
" Let a body of christian elders be degraded into the mere 
menials of another body, to be used as tools, or moved as 
puppets, having no rational will and independent action, 
and, then, as the inevitable consequence, such of them as 
cannot sink into passivity, will either sink into indifference 
or rise to indignation, resistance, and revolt." 

Now, sir, is this any thing more than a flourish ? These 
alleged innovations, of which you so piteously complain, 
have been working nearly seventeen years. All these years, 
if I mistake not, you have been a member of the very 
leaders' meeting you describe as being so deplorably '* de- 
graded." And is it true that all these years you have sub- 
mitted to this " degradation," that you have been the menial 
of others, a mere " tool," a " puppet?" What, Mr. Carter 
a puppet for seventeen long dreary years, a menial, a puppet ? 
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Be petrified with amazement ye rolling billows, be " black 
with astonishment*' ye everlasting snows of Nova Zembla ! 
Mr. Carter bereft of rational will and independent action, 
and livng seventeen years a menial and a puppet ! Why, 
sir, the insinuation would be an insult to you, and you would 
receive it with a smile of contempt for the simplicity of the 
man who supposed you capable of submitting to such" degra- 
dation" for five fleeting minutes together. You at least have 
a '- rational will and independent action," as far as is good 
for any man who is wishful to share in the benefits of social 
order. And if you are not the poor menial you describe, 
why do you suppose that others are ? Why not give your 
brethren credit for as much independence of spirit and 
mental nobleness as you claim for yourself ? Perhaps you 
will say you do ; then permit me to say, if 'mental inde- 
pendence may live and grow for seventeen years in a state 
of things, the " progress" of which *• is to corruption," the 
tendency thereto, you must admit, is rather slow. In 
looking through the history of the Methodist church in 
this town for the last sixteen years, since the '* degradation 
of the court of elders," I discover no special symptoms of 
a downward course. A fearful hurricane has recently passed 
over us ; the consequences of Which have been most afflictive ; 
but aheady signs of spring time are greeting us ; the sun 
light of heaven irradiates our path, and gracious manifesta- 
Uons of the Divine presence are felt. We shall rise cigain, 
and rgjoice in the God of our salvation. Up to the time in 
which this devastating scourge set in, the Methodist church 
in this town was growing. I forbear to go over the proofs 
and illustrations of this growth, the fact is patent to all, 
and the results were most encouraging. 

To return to your pamphlet, and to my own more imme- 
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diate object. You represent the superintendent iu tliis 
** midland town" as being formerly in rather a humble 
position, hardly the position of one whom the Fountain of 
all authority has entrusted with the seals of the highest 
office that can be sustained by man in the present world, 
that of an " Ambassador for Christ :" one whose duty it is 
to *' exhort and rebuke with all authority ;" and yet that 
'* Superintendent was found doing nothing of hU individual 
authority^ but presiding over the meeting and executing iU 
decisions. Alas ! hapless man ! To be called to the dis- 
charge of duties by the highest authority in heaven, and 
rendered incapable of their fulfilment by subordinate powers 
on earth : He is called to account, may we suppose, by 
the Great Head of the church, for allowing the doctrines of 
the Nicolaitanes and Balaam, and for suffering that woman 
Jezebel to be in his church : He is censured, warned, 
threatened, and in danger of the divine vengeance, but how 
can he help it ? He can do nothing without the " court of 
elders." The heterodox party are learned, subtle, ingenious, 
eloquent; have great power over the passions of their 
auditors, and can make error appear in the garb of truth. 
Jezebel also has her party : She has great personal attrac- 
tions, considerable wealth, and with her partisans, com- 
mands the trade of the neighbourhood. In such a state of 
things it cannot be too much to suppose that a " court of 
elders" might be found, who, from some cause or other, 
would fail to discharge its duty. The " Angel" is without 
power over either the eldere or the evil, yet he is called to 
account, and must receive the punishment consequent on 
suffering enormities in the church over which he is the 
** Angel" or pastor. 
In page 60, you say, " In exact agreement with this 
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usage is the Rule upon the Irish Minutes of Conference, 
which it may be presumed was in accordance with the 
English Rule/' Your presumption in this case does not 
happen to be adequately sustained, for it had no place on 
the Irish Minutes till 1812. This, therefore, is no proof 
of the antiquity of the Rule or usage, neither does the his- 
toiy of the Irish Methodists afford the least proof of the 
beneficial working of such usage, for from the period of its 
introduction, the Irish cause has been declining, there being 
more than 27,000 then, and but a few more than 20,000 now. 
It is not my intention to follow you through the remain- 
ing half-score pages of your book, they contain nothing 
bearing on the particular point I have in view ; and, be- 
sides, they supply so many instances of the disturbed emo- 
tions under which you are labouring, that to accompany 
you is not a welcome task. 

There is one statement contained in page 09, which I 
cannot pass over in total silence. There you say ** In- 
finitely less anxiety might liave been experienced upon the 
question of pastoral authority as claimed by Wesleyan 
itinerant ministers, had it been based upon conventional 
expediency, instead of divine constitution, it is in that that 
the peril chiefly lurks." In this, and the remarks that 
follow, you supply a still farther, and more " Extraordinary 
development of the pastoral idea." It now appears that a 
divine personal call to the pastoral office and work is all a 
mistake. *' That this would be to put a weapon into the 
hands of the ministry that may be so applied to the con- 
sciences of the laity, as to reduce them to a state of timidity, 
any thing but favourable to christian frankness, and dignified 
piety." Why, sir, if telling a man the truth, would 
trouble his conscience and induce timidity, a minister of 
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God must do it, though the layman be as dignified as Herod 
or Felix, or has as much boisterous piety as Alexander the 
coppersmith, or Philetus. Your charity would lead you to 
relieve the ministry of all personal and official responsibility, 
as an '* intolerable burden,'' and this you would transfer to 
"the church." Here christian ministers is a deliverance 
for you I No more need you be troubled and bowed down 
in spirit on account of the church defects : You can supply 
no remedy, and on you devolves no special responsibility : 
The chiu'ch over which some of you may be made overseers 
include a thousand, fifteen hundred, or two thousand mem- 
bers : The responsibility is shared among all these, for they 
are ** the church." You have, therefore, but a fractional 
part, i.e. about ^^^ of that responsibility. Can you em- 
brace this new " Pastoral idea ?" Will this place a quietus 
on your " consciences ?" And can you, acting under its 
influence, approach the " Great Shepherd" with your final 
account? 

You, sir, seem able to discover in one of Christ's pastors, 
nothing but a *'lord," or "despot," and nothing in New 
Testament "submission" in the church for Christ's sake, but 
"slavery," or what, using a hard saying, is called, " obeying 
them that have the rule over you." You have some impor- 
tant lessons yet to learn, Oh! that you may have grace to 
learn them ! K you, my dear sir, were not "lifted to a pos- 
ition out of harmony with the clearest precepts of the New 
Testament," you might become a most valuable and useful, 
as you would be a beloved and honoured member, of the 
Church. The course you are now pursuing will lead to re- 
sults very questionable as regards the good, but without a 
doubt with respect to the mischief. I do not question your 
motives ; they are between yourself and your Maker ; your 
works are open to all. 
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Do not imagine it is any Ioto of power that prompts a 
duistian minister to defend the pastoral office ; he would, 
were he to consult his own feelings, yery gladly he rid of 
the "intolemhle hurden;" he would say, '*Lord send by 
whom thou wilt send,** but he dares not separate what ''God 
hath joined together.** He must take his office with the 
work and all that it includes, or he takes none of it aright 
As a man he might gladly be at the feet of aU, and in the 
▼ery lowest place ; as a minister he must be where God 
has put him, whether " dignified piety" tremble or not 

Nothing will harmonize more fully or joyously than real 
piety and the pastoral office ; but if error wants to creep 
in, and worldliness seeks to establish itself, it is then that 
ecmsequential, self-important, or " dignified piety" will take 
offence, and raise the cry of ** tyranny and despotism.'* 

Should it be found out in this age of ecclesiastical dis- 
ooTeries, that a divine call to the pastoral office to an in- 
dividual is all a dream, — that the exciting and often very 
painful conviction that '* woe is me" if I go not forth and 
preach the gospel, is a needless alarm, then we might have 
stayed at home and taken our chance with any other mem- 
bers of "the church,** of getting a fortune. Then the "Witness 
of the Spirit" may be all a delusion ; the ** Love of God shed 
ahroad in the heart by the Holy Ghost which is given unto 
us** a mere fiEincy ; and " Christ dwelling in the heart** a 
figure of speech. Then the church of God which he hath 
purchased with his own blood, which Christ is building, and 
which is made of lively stones, built up a spiritual house, 
turns out to be a mere convention; and the apostles, 
prophets, evangelists, pastors, and teachers which Christ 
hath given for the " perfecting of the saints for the work of 
the ministry, for the edifying of the body of Christ :" these 

B 
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must severally bring the auUiority included in their differ- 
ent offices, and lay it at the feet of *' the church/' that it 
may be taken up by the church, and distributed therein, 
and employed thereby, according to the dictates of an 
artificial and of course earthly " conventional expediency." 
Have a care, sir. — ^You are horror stricken at puseyism 
and popery, look in the opposite direction, and see, whether 
in running from one folly, you do not plunge intoanother. 
Take the lantern of truth in your huid ; examine whether 
close in the vicinity of your ** conventional expediency" you 
do not discover the '' gulf stream*' of German neology, or a 
still deeper form of anti-bible error. I know you have no 
intention to throw any discredit on the doctrine of the 
spiritual character and the divine constitution of the offices 
of the church, but your party zeal \b carrying you, you know 
not whither. When the imagination of even a good man 
gets over heated and breaks away from the restraints of 
wisdom, it is hard to determine where it will stop. 

In Methodism, by a series of remarkable providential in- 
terpositions, there is brought into existence a constitution, 
so well balanced that I doubt whether it can be in its leading 
features materially altered for the better. 

The pastoral or ministerial office is preserved in its in- 
integrity, but it is surrounded by checks and guards, so 
many and stringent, that it is not easy for it to be employed 
as an instrument of ** lordliness," without immediate cor- 
rection. The people also have thrown into the midst of 
them so much power that they know of little check upon its 
exerdse, except in cases of revolutionaxy out-breaks. Then 
there are restraints, such as sound wisdom suggests as need- 
ful to the preservation of orderly, healthy, and effective 
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aciian. Eveiy purt of the body is essential to the complete- 
ness of the niiole ; but the yalae of the parts depends on 
their keeping in their places. The eye would be of no use 
in taking the place of the ear, nor the ear that of the eye. 
The head would be useless in the place of the lower extrem- 
ities, and the feet would be equally useless in the place of 
the head. Should " conventional*' wisdom spring up in the 
body, and resoWe on having no head, lest it should fall into 
eiTor, or should it resolve in submitting the head to some 
process, by which it might be subtilized and made to enter 
into the composition of all the other parts of the body, I 
doubt whether any man, retaining the use of his reason, 
would think it an improvement. The better plan is, let 
things be as God has arranged them. This would supply 
no reason for glorying or complaining. One part is needful 
for, and dependent on another, and true wisdom teaches, 
whether spoken by a convention or a *' unit,'' that health, 
enjoyment, and utility, are found in each part fulfilling its 
own proper functions, and in perfect harmony with all the 
others, or the whole. 

I now proceed to place on these pages some reasons for 
saying that the Wesleyan constitution has not undergone 
the slightest alteration since 1797, in the right of the 
Methodist superintendent to adjudicate in cases of proved 
delinquency, except the additional restraints interposed by 
the Conference of 1835, by which it is made still more 
difficult to act without due caution and propriety. I was 
pbced in such circumstances as made it imperative on me 
to undertake a similar task in 1835. I mention it to show 
that this is not a new controversy. It has been for many 
yean an occasional element of contention. The controversy 
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on this particular topic, sprung up inddentallj in 1834-5, 
and so it has done in the present period. In the former in- 
stance the quarrel commenced with Dr. Warren and the ''In- 
stitution." After the opponents in that struggle had wasted 
their strength and worn their aiguments threadbare on other 
topics, they concentratod their forces on this one particular 
question, where does the power to expel lodge ? They were 
told where in plain terms. They then tried their utmost 
to break down this barrier, by which an opening would be 
effected for a tide of the wildest lawlessness to be rolled over 
the Methodist churches. Finding no hope of success, they 
retired from the contest, and the combatants either left 
the connexion, or settled down in quietness, using the am- 
ple privileges of Methodism for their personal salvation, and 
for the advancement of religion. Most encouraging success 
was the result of the establishment of peace. The memora- 
ble Centenary year soon followed, and the nett numerical 
increase of the body from 1835 to 1849 was little short of 
one hundred thousand members. 

The present agitation is more protracted and fierce ; but 
I hope, and more than hope, the issue will be the same. 
Of this I have the fullest confidence ; and thus much with- 
out any pretensions to special perspicacity, I will venture 
to say, that you will never succeed in palming your " pastoral 
dogma" on the Methodist churches. 

In the present struggle the case has been the same. 
Other things, such as the "Fly Sheet," expulsions were the 
bone of contention at first. Then the belligerents in their 
war-like wildness fled ft^m pillar to post, striking at all in 
their way, till now tne fury of the storm is again ooncen- 
txating pretty much on this one particular point, Le, the 
right of judgment. This question I shall not attempt to 
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decide by an ambiguous phrase in a repudiated tract, nor 
jet by remarks incidentally dropped from the pens of any 
writers, howeTer good or great, but by an impartial appeal 
to the indisputably authentic documents of the connexion. 

For the benefit of those less informed than yourself, who 
may perchance farour this letter with a perusal, I bring 
before them a passage from the writings of Mr. Wesley. 
That Tenerable man had to contend with the same sort of 
unquiet spirits that now disturb the church, and have done 
at times from the period when the cry was ejaculated, ** Ye 
take too much upon you.*" I am very £eur from identifying 
you with the *' Sons of Levi,** but I cannot help marking 
the leaven thai from the earliest period has been at work, 
and it is worthy of most serious consideration. The identity 
of the thing cannot, I think be called into question. Dr. 
Clarke says — ** The spirit of this saying appears to me to 
be the following :— holy offices are not equally distributed : 
you arrogate to yourselves the most important ones ; as if 
your superior holiness intitled you alone to them, whereas 
all the congregation are holy, and have an equal right with 
jou to be employed in the most holy services.'' In reply to 
the complainants in his day Mr. Wesley says : — 'tis non- 
sense to call my using this power, " shackling free-bom 
Englishmen." None need submit to it, unless he will : so 
there is no shackling in the case. Every preacher or mem- 
ber may leave me when he pleases ; but while he chooses 
to stay, it is on the terms he joined me at first. But this 
is arbitrary power; this is no less than making yourself a 
pope. If you mean by arbitrary power, a power which I 
exercise singly without any colleague, this is certainly true ; 
but I see no hurt in it. Arbitraiy power, in this sense, is 
a veiy harmless word. If you mean unjust, unreasonable. 



30 

• 

or tyraimical, then it is not true. As to the other branch 
of this charge it carries no flEU^ of truth." 

" The Pope affirms, that every christian must do all he 
bids, and believe all he says, on pain of damnation. I never 
affirmed any the most distant resemblance to this. All I 
affirm is, the preachers who choose to labour with me, choose 
to serve me as sons in the gospel, and the people who choose 
to be under my care, choose to be so on the same terms as 
they were at first. Therefore all talk of this sort is highly 
injurious to me, who bear all this burden, merely for your 
sakes, and it is exceedingly mischievous to the people, tend- 
ing to confound their understandings, and to fill their hearts 
with unkind tempers, and evil surmisings towards me, to 
whom they owe really more, for taking all this load upon 
me, for exercising this very power, for shackling myself in 
this manner, than for all my preaching put together ; 
because preaching twice or thrice, to me is no burden, but 
the care of all the preachers, and all the people ** is a bur- 
den indeed !" 

It will materially aid in forming a correct judgment upon 
what is meant by the "sacrifices of power" in 1795-7, if we 
see the training the early preachers had from their vener- 
able father. 

Hear Mr. Wesley's remarks on the leaders' meeting. 

" What authority has a single leader ? He has authority 
to meet his class, to receive their contributions, anil to 
visit his class. What authority have all the leaders met 
together? They have authority to show their class 
papers to the assistant (superintendent), to deliver the 
money they have received to the steward, and to bring in 
the names of the sick. But have they not authority to re- 
strain the assistant, if they think he acts improperly ? No 
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more than aiiy member of society has ; after mildly speak- 
ing to him, they are to refer the thing to Mr. W. Have 
tliey not authority to displace a particular leader? No 
more than the door-keeper has; to place and replace be- 
longs to the assistant alone. Have they not authority to 
expel a particular member of society ? No, the assistant 
alone can do this. If one wheel gets out of place, 
disorder must ensue. In the Methodist discipline the 
wheels regularly stand thus : — The assistant, the preachers, 
the stewards, the leaders, the people. But here the leaders 
which were the lowest wheel but one, were got quite out of 
place ; they were got at the top of all, above the stewards, 
the preachers, yea above the assistant himself.*" To this, Mr. 
Wesley attributed the gradual decay of the work of God in 
Dublin. 

As a curiosity of the kind, and to show "there is nothing 
new under the sun," I will place before you, an extract 
from the Pastoral Address sent by the Conference to the 
societieB in 1793. Speaking of a dissatisfied party in 
London it says: — "Some of them with all their pretended 
zeal for the church of England, have taken seats in dissent- 
ing masting houses ; and some of them professedly hold the 
doctrine ot the salvation of devils, and danmed spirits ; and 
almost all of them who reside in London, have tcithheld 
their a$iistanee to the general cause for twelve months past. 
They have not taken even a pew in our chapels, or contri- 
buted to th6 assistance of our poor superannuated preachers, 
who have worn themselves out in the cause of Qod. In 
ihort we have reason to fear that they intend to oppress us, 
tiU they have got all the rule and power into their own hands. 
But the Lord reigneth, he is our friend, and you are our 
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friends, and through grace we have felt such an union to 
each other, as exceeds everything we have known before." 

The following is an extract from another Pastoral Letter, 
addressed by the Conference to the members in 1794. 

"It is agreed that the management of the temporal and 
spiritual concerns of the society, shall be separated as £Bur as 
the purposes of peace and harmony can be answered thereby ; 
viz. 1, The temporal concerns shall be managed by the 
stewards for that purpose, who shall keep books wherein all 
monies collected, received, or disbursed on account of their 
respective societies, shall be entered. 2. The spiritual con- 
cerns shall be managed by the preachers, who have wet ap- 
pointed leaders, chosen stewards, and admitted members into, 
and excluded them from the societies, consulting their 
brethren the stewards and leaders." This removes all doubt, 
if any existed, respecting what was the usage at that time, 
and had been wer before. In this same letter is the Rule 
respecting trustees of chapels. These are often responsible 
for large sums of money, borrowed on their joint and sever- 
al notes, on their different trust estates. Their member- 
ship was therefore a matter of mutual importance to them, 
though it was never intended to throw around that member- 
ship a shield, if they feU into sin. But as a check upon 
undue haste in their exclusion, it was agreed "That no 
trustee however, accused, or defective in conformity to the 
established Rules of the society, shall be removed from the 
society, unless his crime or breach of the Rules of society 
be proved in the presence of the trustees and leaders." 
Here was the germ of what was agreed upon in the following 
years. In this case the check was created more especially 
for the benefit of the trustees, but it was afterwards extend- 
ed to all the members, who in like manner laid themselves 
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Dpen to complaint. In the same letter jou find the ele- 
ments of the "Mixed District Meeting/* for the trial of a 
preacher. The next notice on this subject, found in the 
Stfttate Book of the connexion, namely the "Minutes," is in 
VoL I. page 319, for the year 1795. The question is pro- 
posed. What directions shall be given concerning keeping 
the Lord's Day holy? Ans, We are afraid some of our 
people are not sufficiently attentiTO to this ordinance of God ; 
we therefore strongly recommend the religious observance 
of that sacred day, and desire the superintendents to exclude 
every person finom the society who buys or sells on the 
Lord's Day, unless the sin be acknowledged and forsaken ; 
except in cases of medicine for the sick, or of supplying 
necessaries for funerals." 

In this very year, 1795, about which so much has been 

spoken and written, as being, together with that of 1 797, the 

period of the Methodist jubilee, when its evils were cured, 

^ a " settlement" of the constitution took place : In this 

jeur you find the superintendent recognised as the fanction- 

^> whose exclusive duty it was to perform the painful task of 

exchdioga sabbath-breaking member. No mention is made 

^^Itttders. I am firee to admit that they would be consulted 

on the subject of the offence, because that had ever been the 

tuage. In this celebrated year so small a degree of atten- 

^ was given to the subject which you make so prominent, 

*nd for which yom so intensely contend, that it does not 

H^r to have been once named. The administration of 

^ Lord's Supper by the Methodist ministers, and other 

^gB now completely at rest, were they which brought the 

** Delegates" together, and engrossed the attention of other 

kjinen of the day. 



I 



I 



34 

You appear, in page 73, to treat with contempt an eager- 
ness to preserve the peace of the churches. Your lay pre- 
decessors had different views, for they solemnly agreed to 
a stringent Regulation for the suppression of all such un- 
christian movements. 

In Article XI. of the " Rules of Pacification," you may 
read " If any local preacher, trustee, steward, or leader dis- 
turb the peace of the Society, by speaking for or against 
the introduction of the Lord's Supper, or concerning the 
old or new plan, so called, the superintendent of the Circuit, 
or the nuyority of the trustees, stewards, and leaders of the 
Society so disturbed, shall have authority to summon a 
meeting of the travelling preachers of the Circuit, and the 
trustees, stewards, and leaders of that Society : Evidence 
shall be examined on both sides, and if the charge be 
proved, the superintendent shall expel from the Society 
the person so offending." 

What is the practice now ? Public meetings are con- 
vened, consisting of many hundreds of uproarious auditors, 
addressed by church officers and retained orators, — ^floods 
of invective and coarse abuse are poured forth for hours, 
and every effort used not to disturb the peace only, but to 
break up the Societies, and disperse the congregations. This 
has taken place repeatedly, and for many months in suc- 
cession, without the least act of discipline being attempted. 
When longer to remain inactive would prove criminal ; and 
such a meeting is convened, what is the result? The saints 
of the "Reformation," the " advocates for Kfcerty," liberty to 
drive with impunity the ploughshare of destruction through 
sacred in losures, yielding the peaceable fruits of righteous- 
ness, what do they do ? They procure immense and,in£Eunous 
placards, calling a mixed multitude to the spot where the 
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meetiiig is to be held : These bills, on boards, are put into 
the hands of a troop of men who are paid for perambulating 
the town for a day, and with what effect? Why a pro- 
miscuous gathering of several hundreds, who with yells and 
disorderly conduct, seek to over-awe the meeting appointed. 

I well know, that you, sir, are far from countenancing 
such di^raceful proceedings. 

In the foregoing Rule, the offence is a '* breach of the 
peace of the Society.** The verdict of guilty being 
found by the trustees, stewards, and leaders, the sentence 
first agreed upon by the collective pastorate, is carried 
into effect by the minister in charge. 

In the Minuted of 1796, the only notice bearing on the 
subject, is in page 349, and this is no more than a quotation 
from the Rules of Society : " If there be any among them 
who observe them not, who habitually break any of them, 
let it be made known to them who watch over that soul, as 
they that must give an account : We will admonish him of 
the error of lus ways ; we will bear with him for a season : 
But then if he repent not, he hath no more place among 
US." No one will be put away who keeps the Rules, but if 
they be habitually broken, and the offender will not be re- 
proved, it were vain for him to dispute the manner of his 
being disowned. He ceases to be a member as a matter of 
ceurse, according to the terms of the Rules he received on 
his admission into Society. In all such cases, should the 
party deny that he has broken a Rule, this must be decided 
bj a trial before the leaders. 

The Conference of 1797 was held at Leeds. The 
Pastond address, dated Aug. 7th., speaks of ''Sacrifices 
that had been made in respect to authority on behalf of the 
whole body of travelling preachers." It enters into the par- 
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ticulars in which such sacrifices took place, but it says not 
a word of conceding to the majority of a leaders* meeting 
the anthority to expel members. All that it says is, *' That 
no person shall be expelled from the Society for immorality, 
till such immorality be proTod at a leaders* meeting. See 
page S75, Vol. I. 

Before this Rule passed no preacher was bound by any 
existing Rule to bring the case of an accused member be- 
fore a leaders* meeting. It was well to do so, It was the 
" custom," but there was no law, Mr. Wesley himself con- 
sulted the leaders on questions of discipline, and says he 
found in " the multitude of counsellors there is safety." 
Had it been the intention of Conference to grant to the 
leaders* meeting the right to expel offending members, it 
would, without doubt, have been so expressed. A veto was 
granted to the leaders* meeting on the admission of 
members, and in very explicit terms, but there is not the 
slightest evidence that it was ever the design of the Con- 
ference to withdraw, or to interfere with the authority of 
the superintendent in their expulsion. Nor does it appear 
to have entered into the minds of the delegates, or any 
other persons to propose such a change. 

This view of the above Law is sufficiently confirmed by 
the following declaration respecting it: In the same ad- 
dress it is said,—" The members of our Society are deliv- 
ered from every apprehension of clandestine expulsions, as 
that superintendent would be bold indeed, who would act 
with partiality or injustice in the presence of the whole 
meeting of the leaders. Such a superintendent, we trust, 
we have not among us, and if such there ever should be, 
we should be willing to do all possible justice to our ii\jured 
brethren. 
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There is not a shadow of ambiguity in this langoage. It 
is most obvious that the superintendent is invested with 
the authoritj to expel, when so serious an act is called for. 
Only he must perform it in the " presence of the leaders." 
The superintendent is the responnbU party- If there be 
injustice in the expulsions, he is brought up for trial and 
judgment : Not the majority of the leaders, but it would 
be a monstrosity of ii\justice to try him and punish him for 
an act, over which he had no control, and could not 
prevent 

I have now placed before you all that is said in the Min- 
utes of Conference on the sulgect The Minutes are the 
only authoritative documents : The Law is in them, or no- 
where. All other documents are subordinate, and must 
yield to their decisions. Should there be obscurity in any 
Minute, we may seek help to explain, or remove the ob- 
scurity, but where the Minute is plain, such help is needless, 
as a taper in the sun-light. 

The " Form of Discipline" before referred to consisting 
of those *' Rules which were believed to be essential to the 
existence of Methodism," which were solemnly signed that 
year, by the preachers present, and that year published as 
a '* Code," and which has since been received and sanctioned 
as such, by the highest authority in the land: This is taken 
horn the Minutes of Conference, and is a Selection of Rules 
found in them. This hannonizes with what is said on the 
question in hand above. In page 18, Article YI, the fol- 
lowing words occur : — " As to the exclusion of members 
from Society, the far greater number exclude themselves by 
utterly forsaking us, but with respect to others let the Rules 
of the Society be carefully attended to, and the leaders con- 
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suited on each occasions, and the crime proved to their 
8atis£su}tion.** 

From the fore-mentioned documents it is plain : — 

1. That in Mr. Wesley's time the Assistant had the right 
of judgment wholly in his hands. 2. That it was the 
general usage of Mr. Wesley and his preachers to consult 
the leaders when there was a complaint against a member. 
8. That this continued to be the practice down to 1797. 
4. That in that year, what before was carried only by the 
force of " custom," then received the sanction of law, for it 
became incumbent on the Superintendent to give the ac- 
cused member a formal trial. 5. That there is not the 
slightest ground to conclude that a transfer of the right 
of judgment from the Superintendent to the leaders was 
ever mooted^ and it is certain it never took place. 

Whether any thing more will be added to this by the 
next Conference I cannot tell, but our people may rest 
assured that the strongest check upon hasty expulsions is. 
in the heart of the minister. He expel ! no never till 
it is forced upon him by stress of stem and unavoidable 
duty. The danger is almost always the other way. 

In the preceding statements and conclusions you will find 
the Methodism of this subject. If anywhere else you find 
a contradictory account, that must fall before authenticated 
truth. Should you quarrel with the rule as unscriptund, or 
unjust, you are at liberty to do so, and I am ready to meet 
you, but allow me most respectfully and earnestly, for the 
sake of common candour, and for the sake of your own 
reputation, not to quarrel with the Methodism of these 
conclusions. 

Before I take my leave of this subject I have something 
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fiBulher to adTance in corroboration of the correctness of mj 
views. 

The " New Connexion" sprung up out of the agitation of 
1795-7, the members of that body therefore may be relied 
on for a correct testimony as to the actual facts of the case. 
In the Minutes of their Conference held in Ebenezer 
Chapel, Leeds, in August of 1797, ** William Thom, Presi- 
dent; A. KQham, Secretary." They published their re- 
marks on the Letter of our Conference to the Societies, 
dated August, *97 : The letter aboye referred to. These re- 
marks contain the official exposition of the views entertained 
by Mr. Kil h am and his friends, of the concessions made by 
the Conference this year. They are summed up under 
five heads, and are said to contain, — " All the parts of the 
Letter that have the shadow of sacrificing power to the 
people. These particulars are, 1. Concerning financial 
matters. 2. The appointment of leaders and stewards. 
3. The privileges of the local preachers. 4. The special 
meeting. And 5. Making new laws." 

There is no just ground to question the correctness or 
fidelity of this summary. But we find no notice in it of a 
transfer of the right of judgment, from the superintendent 
to the majority of a leaders* meeting. Had a change of 
sach importance taken place, common honesty would have 
compeUed them to mention it in a summary so minute. 

The Rev. Thomas Allin, a minister in the New Connexion, 
of great respectability, who lived in those times, in a letter to 
Mr. M*cLean, complains of the laws of 1795-7, on account 
of their containing no law securing to the leaders* meeting 
the right of expulsion. His language cited from the 
**LBnteni,** March, 1835, page 149, is as follows,— ** On 
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close examination however, it will be found, that the only 
right distinctly recognized as existing in the meeting is a 
single veto on the admission of any member or officer whom 
the superintendent might propose, with him was left the 
exclusive nomination of the leaders, stewards, &c., and in 
cases of either removal from membership, or office, the 
laws are either entirely silent, or their language is much 
less precise. This declaration professedly refers to the 
stipulation that immorality is to be proved at a leaders* 
meeting. In this declaration, though it is sufficiently 
lengthy, not an expression occurs to indicate either that the 
right of judgment is vested in the leaders* meeting, or that 
the superintendent is bound by their views : Or that should 
he give sentence in opposition to their judgment, any law 
is violated, and such sentence shall be void. He is indeed 
supposed to be awed by their presence, or it may be influ- 
enced by their opinions, but this is all. The superintendent 
would be bold indeed, who would act with partiality or in- 
justice in the presence of the whole meeting of leaders. 
And though the announcement is formally made that the 
societies have a full check on the superintendent, by means 
of the leaders* meeting, in regard to the introduction of per- 
sons into society, yet not one word occurs respecting such a 
check on their expulsions.** 

From a periodical which circulates in the " New Con- 
nexion,** called " The New Methodist Magazine,'* may be 
derived a similar testimony. In page 368 of the Volume for 
^1826, is found a histoxy of that commimity. It gives an 
«xact copy of the " Rules of Paciflcation ;** as they were 
sent by the Conference then sitting at Leeds, to the Dele- 
gates who in the same town at that time were assembled in 
Ebenezer Chapel. Their statement of the ** Rules of Paci- 
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fication*' is precisely the same as that found in the published 
Minutes of Conference, and is a proof that the phraseology 
of the Roles has undergone no change since the period of 
their first publication. 

Quoting from the Pastoral Letter of 1797, the writer 
says ; *' No member of society shall be expelled for immor- 
alify, unless the charge be first proved at the leaders' meet- 
ing. So far it was satLsfactory, but there were two other 
points relating to membership, of fiEu: greater importance ; 
namely, their continuing such in society as were immoral ; 
and the exclusion of others against whom no immorality 
could be brought : and this power the preachers still re- 
tained. See *' Illuminator," page 341. 

These remarks do not show the best feeling towards the 
ministers of the Methodist connexion, but as they shed 
light on the trutli, 1 readily adduce them. ' 

Scarcely in any thing is the attempt to misconstrue the 
Minutes of Conference, and to force upon them a meaning 
they were never intended to convey, more manifest than in 
the use that has been made of certain terms used in the 
Pasiond Address of '97. It is there stated that, '' The 
greatest part of the executive government is given up into 
jour hands." And in another part, " Out of our great love 
of peace and union, and our great desire to satisfy your 
minds, we have given up by far the greatest part of the 
superintendent's authority." If these expressions be taken 
from their connexion, and read in a public assembly, vdth- 
out the accompanying explanations, some may be led to 
imagine, especially with the aid of a subtle and designing 
expositor, that surely the superintendents' right of judg- 
ment must have been included in the "sacrifices" here 
Inferred to. Nothing can be farther from the truth. Had 
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the meaning been left to imagination, there m^ht have 
been reason in such a conclusion* but the reverse is the 
fact. Let any one read Minutes, Vol. 1, page 876 to 
878, and he will find the most minute elucidation of the 
meaning of those passages. 

If you receive a document from a person, who tells you in 
it that he has transferred from himself to you, certain powers 
and privileges previously held by himself, and in the very 
same document enumerates the particulars in which such 
transfer consists, would it not be an instance of gross un- 
fairness for you to say to him, nay, but you have surrendered 
more, for you say you have given up " the greatest part" of 
what you had. He might very probably state in reply, 
whatever be the terms I have used, this is the sense in 
which I employ them, and you are not at liberty to afi&x 
any other meaning to them. 

The testimonies of Messrs. Crowther and Atmore were 
not given with a view to convey information respecting the 
precise mode of dealing with an accused member in a 
leaders' meeting. They differed greatly from the well con- 
sidered and deliberate testimony of the Eev. James Wood ; 
who was questioned on this particular point, and answered 
accordingly. Mr. Wood commenced his career as a Metho- 
dist minister in 1778. He had, therefore, been twenty- 
four years in the ministry in 1797. He was at the Leeds 
Conference, and his name stands the twenty-fourth on the 
list of those who signed the ** Code of Laws." He was a 
man of considerable intelligence and remarkable integrity. 
Twice was he called to fill the presidential chair ; and on 
him devolved a large share of the management of the.affidrs 
of the connexion. He lived to be the *^ Father of the 
Conference :" and he retained the fiill use of his fiEU^ulties 
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till the last. In 1835 he was appealed to for his judgment 
on the meaning of the Law of 1797, concerning the ex- 
pulsion of members. His words in reply were : — " I affirm 
I neyer had but one opinion, namely — that the fact was 
with the leaders* meeting : but that the sentence was with 
the superintendent'* Could such a man be mistaken in a 
matter of fact, with which he had been familiar for thirty- 
eight years, and upon which he had been constantly acting 
in his public duties, in all cases that called for his services, 
or knowing the fiact, could he deviate one hair's breadth from 
the truth, standing as he was, on the very threshold of 
eternity? 

In spite of your zeal for a cherished opinion, can even 
you, put your sense of what is due to great moral wortli, so 
completely into abeyance, as to prevent your bowing assent 
to the solemn t4=^timony of such a man ? 

I do not think this can be gainsaid or strengthened by 
any individual opinion or testimony, still, 1 will add that of 
Mr. Isaac, especially, as you have brought him before your 
readers on the opposite side. 

In his works, vol. 1 , page iS92, he says, — •* Why was 
Timothy so unbending in the impartial and strict exercise 
of discipline ? The Apostle says, — " That others also may 
fear.** This shows that in those days it was not put to the 
vote in an assembly of elders, what punishment shall be 
awarded to an offending brother, for the elders were not 
likely to be afraid of a censure inflicted by themselves ? 
The guilt was to be clearly proved by the testimonies of two 
or three witnesses, but when this was done, the Evangelist, 
(whom Mr. Isaac classes with the itinerant Methodist minis- 
ter,) was of his own discretion to mete one punishment pro- 
portioned to the offence, and the best adapted to inspire tb^ 
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other elders with a fear of sinning. Now in such a case as 
this, I suppose a few ignorant and hardened elders in the 
church, and how would the thing work ? What is intended 
to intimidate, if it £ail of its purpose, will provoke opposi- 
tion. Those gentlemen who were not moved with fear 
would assist, and the demagogues would spout away in 
something like the following style : " Men of Israel help ! 
This heardless youth who has lately come among us, and 
who has been treated by us with the greatest kindness, and 
supported in the most liberal manner, is acting the tyrant 
and trying to govern us as all tyrants do, by working up- 
on our fears. Are we to submit to this vassalage, and to 
be treated like slaves, because this is the wHl and pleasure 
of a lad just out of his petticoats? We protest against 
such outrageous conduct, and we call upon the christians, 
who value their religious liberties, to unite with us in pro< 
testing against this impudent attempt to deprive us of the 
privilege of being tried by our peers.** 

In the same vol., page 402, that writer says, — " Our 
Evangelist, t. e, the itinerant preacher : Expels immoral 
members as did Titus, and since we never read in the bible 
that elders and leaders and private members performed this 
act of discipline, we protest against their doing it as a usur- 
pation of another *s office. We have admitted it is true a 
check upon this subject for which I can find no plain au- 
thority in the New Testament ; but as it is not opposed to 
anything m the sacred volume and may have a salutary 
effect, I do not object to it, I refer to this Rule. " No 
person shall be expelled from the society for immorality, 
tUl such immorality be proved at a leaders meeting.** The 
word at in this Rule has been the subject of much cavU by 
our opponents. They would claim for a leaders meeting the 
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power of expulsion, but as that power is never in Scripture 
exercised bj leaders or elders, the Conference dare not concede 
9o much. The Rule was professedly made to prevent clan- 
destine expulsions, and the Conference very properly re- 
main upon it, " That superintendents would be bold indeed*' 
who would act with partiality or ii^ustice in the presence of 
the whole meeting of leaders." 

I have now fulfilled my intention in appealing to the 
Laws or Rules of the Methodist body as found in the 
statute books, and rendering to you all the consideration 
you can justly claim on account of the tract of *08. I put 
it to your candour, and to the unimpassioned decision of 
any man who has given the subject due attention, to say, 
whether the Minutes of Conference signed year after year 
by the president and secretary are to be cancelled, and the 
tract you uphold to be adopted in their stead ? For my 
own part, my resolve has long been taken, I shall know 
nothii^ as Methodist Law which cannot be found in the 
statute books of the connexion. 

It may be stated, that the usage of the body has been 
different from the interpretation of the law given in these 
pages. Should it be a£Eirmed that it has been the universal 
or even general practice at the leader*s meeting, to take a 
vote to determine whether an accused member, proved to 
have been guilty of some offence, should be expelled or not, 
I do most distinctly deny it I do not remember to have 
seen it done in a single case. The greater part of those 
who leave our societies exclude themselves, so that a formal 
trial is a very rare occurrence ; when it has taken place, 
and the guilt of the accused has been substantiated, the 
preacher has frequently consulted the leaders respecting 
the extent of the penalty, a|id very seldom has there been 
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any difference in the judgment of the parties concerned. 
The mind of the preacher has heen made up in the meeting, 
and he has at once pronounced the judgment. 

What reason is there then for the oft-repeated and oppro- 
brious statements, that " Methodism is changed," and that 
the Conference in 1835 took away that which was agreed 
upon in 1797 ?" This is a matter which may be decided 
without much difficulty by the aid of a little knowledge and 
candour. 

The Conference of 1797 agreed : — 

Ist. To publish annually an account of the disbursements 
of the yearly collection. 2nd. To publish annually a report 
of the Eingswood School, drd. That all demands on the 
contingent fund for the support of Preachers, should be 
signed by the circuit stewards. 4th. That no circuit should 
be divided, without the approval of the quarterly meetings. 
5th. That no other temporal matter should be transacted by 
the district meetings, till the approbation of the respective 
quarterly meetings be first given, signed by the stewards. 
6th. A veto was granted to the leaders' meeting on the ad- 
mission of members into society. 7th. No person should 
be expelled for immorality, till such immorality was first 
proved at a leaders* meeting. 8th. And that no person 
should be appointed a leader or steward, or removed from 
his office but in conjunction with a leaders' meeting. 

Now which of all these regulations has been repealed or 
touched by the Conference of 1835 or any other. All who 
know anything upon the subject, know that these are un- 
altered and unquestionable rules of the connexion, nor have 
I ever heard a wish expressed, that one of them should be 
repealed. The dealers in thiaxalumny either know how far 
the concessions of 1797 were affected by the proceedings of 
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the subject, how can they be guilty, knowingly, of bearing 
so grossly false witness against their neighbour ? If they do 
not possess competent information to form a judgment upon 
it, how can they answer to the Searcher of hearts, for 
taking up a reproach against a whole body of christian min- 
isters, and keeping it in circulation on mere hear-say au- 
thority? 

It must not be concealed however, that Methodism in 
several respects has changed. Let our calumniators pro- 
claim the fact as widely as they can, and let the christian 
public know, that almost every year some accession has been 
made to the weight and influence of the people, and a pro- 
portionate diminution of the power of the preachers has 
taken place. All the funds of the connexion, which formerly 
were exclusively in the hands of the preachers, are now 
managed by about an equal number of laymen and'preachers. 
The district meetings, which formerly were closed to all 
but preachers, are now open during the transaction of all 
financial business to all the circuit stewards, and to the lay 
treasurers of the connexional funds, who is also a layman. 
It is worthy of remark, that no Conference since 1797 has 
made such concessions to the people as that of 1835, which 
has been accused of interfering in a peculiarly tyrannical 
way with popular rights. It is but justice to add, that the 
individual to whom the connexion is most indebted for 
these changes, is the man of whom no lie has been too base 
to be forged, to whom no epithet has been too vile to be 
applied, who, personally and in his public character, has 
been the subject of calumnies and persecution the most 
bitter, unflinching, and untiring ; yes, be it known and felt 
if his enemies have any sensibiLity, that the great advocate 
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of popular rights in the Conference, the friend of the people 
in the best sense of the term, is he whose intolerance, and 
more than popish tyranny, has been wickedly and wittingly 
proclaimed to the full extent of the British Isles ; I need 
hardly say that I allude to Dr. Bunting. 

I have little doubt that all impartial enquirers into the 
truth of the case, ^ill be fully satisfied from the preceding 
observations, that the Methodist minister has an unques- 
tionable right, according to the laws of the connexion, 
to determine the sentence of a convicted member. I 
add a few remarks to show, that it is necessary for the 
wel£sure and safety of the societies, that this power should 
be vested in the superintendents. It cannot be denied 
that doctrinal errors may creep into a society, and gain 
such ground, as possibly to influence the minority of 
a leaders' meeting. Instances are not wanting, in which 
such mcyorities have either held unsound tenets themselves, 
or been unwilling to apply the discipline of the church to 
those who have held and propagated them. In such cases 
what relief could either preachers or members obtain? If 
members or official persons were to " deny the Lord that 
bought them," and unsettle the fedth of others with their 
errors ; and the nuyority of the leaders were not willing to 
take any decisive steps to remove this evil, the members 
generally might lament it much, and look to the preachers 
for help ; he might unite with them in their regrets, and 
solicit aid from the Conference. The Conference might 
enact, ." no person shall on any account, be permitted to 
retain any official situation in our societies, who holds 
opinions contrary to the depmvity of human nature, the 
divinity and atonement of Christ, the influence and witness 
of the spirit, and christian holiness." (Min. vol. n. page 
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403,) but ibis is all they could do, the enactment would be of 
none effect. A majoritjof leaders, with such doctrinal lean- 
ings, would maintain their position in defiance of any thing 
that could be done to prevent it, by the society, the preacher, 
or the Conference of preachers The wildest innovator in 
theology might claim a right to attend all our leaders* meet- 
ings, deliberate on all questions, and share largely in the 
management of the affiurs of the society. That Wesleyan 
&ith which' has been the gloiy of our forefathers in the 
gospel, and the power of Grod to the salvation of hundreds 
of thousands, would hereby be launched on a sea of uncer- 
tainty, and be in continual jeopardy. Shipwreck in every 
circuit might not speedily occur, but in all probability, if 
this safeguard were withdrawn, serious doctrinal defections 
would ensue. If you would not see the truth which has made 
you wise unto salvation frittered away and reduced to a 
mere skeleton ; if you wish to hand down to posterity the 
doctrines upon which the societies have long fed, as upon 
manna, then be content to let the power of expulsion rest 
li^iere it is, as by doing so you will assuredly best consult 
the interests of the present and future generations. 

Against doctrinal defection in the preachers there is a 
^<d protection. The trustees and leaders of a chapel can 
delude from their pulpit, any preacher or any number of 
preachers, who preach doctrines diverse from those con- 
tained in Mr. Wesley*s notes on the New Testament and 
first four volumes of sermons, but the whole counexion would 
be unable to remove either a leader, or any other member 
from society, however erroneous in doctrine, if a majority 
of leaders were to determine he should retain his place. 

Not only would our doctrines be in danger, but our discip- 
line also. In this age of agitation and extravagance, what 
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scheme of church government is too m\d or too worldly to 
find supporters ? We have lived long enough to see a hody 
of men rising up, in part at least, from among ourselves, 
and comhining their efforts to cany into effect, plans lead- 
ing to the subversion and total overthrow of the Methodist 
constitution. Their war-cry is, " Down with Methodism, " 
" Methodism is coming down ; it must come down, it shall 
come doyrn.*'* Is there then anything unreasonable in the 
supposition, that a leaders' meeting might be so infected 
and misled, that its majority would be ready to wink at any 
of those divisive attempts which so fatally destroy the peace 
of christian societies, and damage the beautiful order of the 
church? Agitators having such a shield against expulsion, 
might go to any extent in disturbing the society, and 
reviling and opposing the preachers in the discharge of 
their duties, with impunity. What hope of success in 
promoting the cause of religion could then be entertained ? 
Well-disposed persons who had joined the church, for re- 
ligious, and not political purposes, would soon withdraw 
from a people, abandoned to incurable disquietude. Others 
would be deterred from joining themselves vnth them for 
the same reason, and those who might remain, would 
have their energies so crippled by strife, contention, 
and stoppage of supplies, that all expectation of sending 
the gospel to the " regions beyond" would be cut off. As 
the law now stands, when a man is proved to vrolk disorder- 
ly, by disturbing either the fjdth or discipline of the con- 
nexion, he may be dealt with as the nature and extent of 
his offence in justice requires, even should he be one of a 
factious miyority in a leaders* meeting. 

* This was written in 1835 ; how mnch like what is common now. 
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The power contended for in tbis letter, may be entnmted 
in the hands of the superintendents with the utmost Safety. 

I doubt not that I give expression to the feelings of many 
hundreds of preachers, as well as to my own, in saying 
that it is from no love of power that we submit to sustain 
the authority with which we are invested, but firom a pain- 
ful sense of duty. Most gladly should we lay aside this 
power, with the responsibility connected with its exercise, 
for the humblest station in the church. But this power is 
essential to a due discharge of the duties of the pastoral 
office, and we could no more answer to the Great Head of 
the Church, for surrendering the one, than for relinquishing 
the other. 

The separation of the preachers from all secular affiurs, 
and their exclusive devotion to the work of the ministry, is 
a circumstance very favourable to their exercising this power 
with propriety. Persons engaged in trade, and otherwise 
connected with worldly business, are sometimes so much 
entangled with hopes and fears, that they cannot be prevailed 
upon to become, even witnesses to a feust with which they 
are perfectly £uniliar, if by so doing the standing of a mem- 
ber in the church, would in any degree be affected ; and if 
so, it is not veiy likely they would feel themselves at liberty 
to determine a sentence of expulsion on a delinquent. The 
preachers are free from such worldly embarrassments, in 
the discharge of their duty. 

It has been urged, that a preacher is a comparative stran- 
ger in a circuit, and that he cannot, on that account, be'so 
well qualified to judge correctly concerning any accused 
member. So fisur is this objection from having any weight, 
that the very reverse is the fact 
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Is it needful for a judge of assize to have had loog neigh- 
bourship, that he maj be prepared to pronounce an impartial 
sentence on an individual, when a jury has found him 
guilty ? The fact is, that persons located for many years 
in a neighbourhood, are much more in danger of being in- 
fluenced by local prejudices, either in fiivour of or against a 
person, than one who has but a temporary residence. 

It is the proper business of a preacher to exercise this 
power. It is that for which by his habits and training to 
spiritual duties, he is better qualified than any other person 
can be. Who so fit to transact the aflairs of this world, as 
those who are set apart thereto, and have by habit acquired 
a fitness for such business. This principle is admitted 
generally in reference to spiritiial things. It is the acknow- 
ledged, and proper work of the ministers amongst us, to re- 
new the quarterly pledges of membership, give the commen- 
datory letters when members remove to distant places, to 
make the plan for the preachers, and to appoint them their 
times and places of preaching, to administer the sacraments, 
and to manage all other spiritual concerns. Would it not 
then be manifestly incongruous and unreasonable, if persons 
not in the ministry were to take out of the hands of a 
minister, one of the highest functions he possesses in vir- 
tue of his office, — ^namely, that of determining whether a 
person proved to have walked disorderly, should or should 
not be continued a member of a christian church ? 

A minister naturally cares for the flock over which he has 
been placed, andis become the acknowledged overseer. Will 
not this affection be a sufficient guard against an undue and 
unjust exercise of power ? Will not severity be the last step 
taken by a kind parent, to correct domestic irregularities, and 
amputation of a member from the body be submitted to only. 
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when every other means of cure has been tried in vain ? So 
patting awBj a disorderly person is a measure resorted to by 
8 minister of Christ, only when in his judgment it is indis- 
pensable to the safety and health of the church. 

If earthly considerations have any weight with a preacher, 
those are all against his acting with severity in the expulsion 
of members. He may be supposed desirous of conciliating 
the esteem and good opinion of all parties ; of doing nothing 
that would render his ministry unacceptable, and thereby 
limiting his means of usefulness. He wishes to see the 
churches over which he may preside prosperous, happy, and 
increasing in number. Hence the practice of the preachers 
shows, that if they lean to any extreme, it is not that of 
needless and barbarous expulsions, but the bearing too long 
with injurious members. 

As before remarked, cases of formal trial and expulsion 
are not very frequent among us. And the cases are exceed- 
ingly rare in which the sentence of the superintendent upon 
the convicted offender does not carry with it^e sympathy 
and practical concurrence of the migority of the leaders"^ 
meeting. Mr. Stanley, in his address to the Society at 
Chelsea, stated, that dming the fifty years he had been a 
Methodist, he never knew it to be otherwise. This does 
not prove of course, that such an occurrence never has. 
taken place, or that it is not necessary in special cases 
that it should occur, but it shows that the instances are ex- 
tremely few. Our leaders generally love Methodism. They 
love its doctrines, and feel their saving influence on their 
minds. They love its ministers, and gladly co-operate with 
them in doing good. They love its discipline, and wish to 
preserve it unhurt to future ages. Where there is this 
Methodist soundness, no difficulty can arise : But should 
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there^be a leaders' meeting in which the mfigority of its mem- 
bers are either hostile to the doctrines and discipline of the 
<;onnexion, or determined to connive at those who are, then 
it is indispensable to the peace and safety of the Societies, 
that independently of the mtgority of the leaders* meeting, 
there be a power to expel notorious and incorrigible offen- 
ders. 

The ministers of the body have often been represented 
as recklessly *' sacrificing fifty thousand souls ;" and from 
this imputation, your pages, I am sony to say, are not 
wholly free. Nothing can be more cruel and unjust than 
such a statement. It is true the Conference of '49 felt 
itself called to perform a painful duty, in removing from the 
body three of its offending members. Appeals were made 
by them and by others to the passions of indiscriminate 
crowds, and a great excitement was the result ; in the deli- 
rium of which thousands turned from Methodism, and mul- 
titudes of them, I fear, from God : But they were neither 
** sacrificed" nor " cut off' by the ministers. In this Circuit 
there has been alarge reduction in the number of its members, 
but they were not expelled. I am not aware of more than one 
case of expulsion in the Wesley society; and that did not 
occur till after lingering forbearance, and the use of every 
available means to prevent it. It is true that in some other 
cases tickets were withheld ; but this was not done until 
after months of warning and waiting ; nor without the full 
and express concurrence of the Circuit Quarterly meeting ; 
nor till after the parties had deliberately declared their purpose 

I to " withhold all supplies :" not from inability to continue 

them, but as one of the things included in their hostility to 

! the Methodist church. But the number thus dealt with, 

would, to the best of my remembrance, scarcely reach fifty. 
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This proceeding, though veiy painful, was seen to be indis- 
pensable. The grounds of it were — Ist. Tbat in thus act- 
ing the members departed from a Rule of Society they had 
agreed to observe. 2nd. That they acted in opposition to 
plain Scriptural injunctions. 3rd. That in thus doing they 
trampled under -foot the principles of common justice, as 
laid down by our Lord in the saying, the " Labourer is 
worthy of his hire." And 4th. That in case this formidable 
conspiracy should proceed, the Circuit officers would be left 
fearfully in debt, and the circuit must necessarily be broken 
up and brought to nothing. So much for the reckless 
sacrifice of eight hundred members in the North Circuit. 
This, in all likelihood, is a specimen of what has been the 
state of things in many other Circuits. Can you regard 
such a loss as the result of the unfeeling and unsparing 
conduct of ministers ? You know, sir, and all who have any 
knowledge of the subject, know that the very reverse is the 
fact. You are not so ignorant of human nature and divine 
grace as not to be assured that such losses could not be 
anticipated by the ministers without deepest alarm, nor 
reflected on vdthout poignant grief. 

I must now take my leave of you and of this subject. It 
has been with great reluctance that I have ventured to over- 
come my retiring habits and appear in print, but a strong, 
settled, and commanding sense of duty to truth, religion, 
my own people, and to God, has made it impossible for me 
to be silent 

I have not intentionally said one word that can cause 
just ground of complaint ; and I have used my best en- 
deavours to treat your arguments with &imess. Time is 
far too precious to allow any portion of it to be spent in un- 
important and needless controversy. Ignorance abounds, 
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immorality is rampani, \vorldly influences are creeping into 
and enfeebling churches, while death is sweeping away 
multitudes to their final account. These are considerations 
which make it imperative on all christian men to look away 
from minor things, and to bring their entire and untiring 
efforts to bear directly on the salvation of perishing souls. 

That you may end your days as a " Good and faithful 
servant,*' and receive the sentence **Well done," is the 
humble prayer of 

Your*s, ffidthfully, 

GEORGE TAYLOR. 



P.S.— To the testimony of the Rev. Jamee Wood, may be added 
that of the Rev. John Hicklin^^, of 'Newark, who was called into 
the Itenerant work in I7S8, by Mr. Wesley himself. 

He states that he was in charge of various circuits as super- 
intendent for forty years, and that he has attended forty confer- 
ences. He was present at the conferences T)f '95 and '97, and says 
that he paid frreat attention to every thing that was done at Uiem. 
He furtner observes that at that time, the penalty, or right of judg- 
ment, was in the hands of the superintendent, and that he never 
understood it to be given up. He declares that his own practice, 
and that of superintendents in general, has ever agreed with this 
view ; and that he never entertained an idea that the leaden had 
any more to do in the matter than to acquit or find guilty. 
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